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Pre-Appeal Brief Request for Review 
The Final Office Action rejected claims 1, 7, and 15 under 35 U.S.C. 103 as 
unpatentable over Kahle (USP 6,212,542) in view of Belkin (USP 6,373,848). In doing 
so, the Examiner has omitted one or more essential elements needed for a prima facie 
rejection. 

In particular, claim 1 recites "a first incoming block of data within a network 
packet received at a port of a media access control device and "a second incoming 
block of data within the network packet". The Final Office Action (incorporating the 
reasoning provided in the Office Action mailed 8/30/07) does not identify what in Kahle 
and/or Belkin is being equated with the first and second incoming blocks of data. 
Additionally, claim 1 further recites "a second thread ... to process" the "second 
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incoming block of data within the network packet ... prior to" a "first thread completing 
processing of the first incoming block of data". The Final Office Action does not identify 
what in Kahle and/or Belkin describes a second thread processing the second incoming 
block of data within the network packet prior to the first thread completing processing of 
the first incoming block of data. Thus, the Examiner's rejection has omitted essential 
elements needed for a prima facie rejection. 

Claim 7 recites a "first portion of a "network packet" and "a second portion of the 
network packet". The Final Office Action does not identify what in Kahle and/or Belkin is 
being equated with the first and second portions of the network packet. Additionally, 
claim 7 recites "processing" the "first portion of the network packet" and "simultaneously 
processing the second portion". The Final Office Action does not identify what in Kahle 
and/or Belkin describes the recited simultaneous processing of the portions of the 
network packet. Thus, the Examiner's rejection has omitted essential elements needed 
for a prima facie rejection. 

Finally, Claim 15 recites instructions to "process a first portion of a data packet 
using a first thread" and "process a second portion of the data packet using a second 
thread ... wherein there is no time sharing between the first and second thread". The 
Final Office Action (or the Office Action of 08/30/07) did not address the recited 
limitations. Thus, the Examiner's rejection has omitted essential elements needed for a 
prima facie rejection. 
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For at least the reasons above, Attorney for Applicant respectfully requests 
withdrawal of the rejections. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: 08/08/08 /Robert A. Greenberq/ 

Robert A. Greenberg 
Reg. No. 44,133 
Attorney for Intel® 
(978) 553-2060 
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